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Research Summary of 
"Attitudes Toward and Stereotypes of Homosexuals" 
This research project consisted of two studies. Ini Study 1, 
I I 
the correlates of Morehead State University undergraduates' 
. I 
attitudes toward lesbians and gay men were examined. Al total of 
141 undergraduate volunteers participated in this study, which was 
completed during the Summer 1994 school session. The three 
objectives that were outlined in the grant proposal were met: 
1) The results from the sample of Morehead State uhiversity 
undergraduates were compared with the results of a sample• from the 
University of California, Davis. These results were presented at 
the meeting of the Society of Southeastern Social Psychologists, in 
. Winston-Salem, NC, November 1994. (This presentation is enclosed. l 
2) An understanding of the most significant correlate~ of MSU 
students' attitudes toward homosexuals was obtained. !Although 
there were a few surprises, the pattern of correlations found with 
the MSU students was much like the pattern traditionally.found in 
the literature. These results 
i 
were presented at SSSP (s~e above) 
as well as at the meeting of the Kentucky Psychological 
Association, in Louisville, KY, October 1994. (This presentation 
is enclosed. l In addition, a manuscript is currently being 
I 
prepared which will report the correlational results. The 
manuscript is being written by the principal investigator in 
collaboration with two Psychology graduate students 1and one 
undergraduate student; all three students were also listed as 
authors on the above two presentations. 
involved in conducting Study 1. 
An undergraduate/was also 
I . 
I 
3) A stereotype measure for a second study was created using the 
responses of participants in Study 1. 
enclosed. J 
(The stereotype scale is 
It was proposed that Study 1 would include 200 parFicipants. 
I 
This goal was not met. The principal investigator was not familiar 
with the dynamics of research participation at MSU when this study 
began and did not anticipate that it would be as difficult as it 
was to obtain participants. The p.i. will take steps in future 
studies to increase the number of student participants. Lack of an 
adequate number of participants early on also explains why Study 1 
' 
lasted longer than the proposed duration. 
Study 2 is an experimental ~nvestigation of the relationship 
between individuals' attitudes toward homosexuals and their 
stereotypes of homosexuals and is not yet complete. Thus far, 
I 
almost 140 undergraduate volunteers have participated in t;:he study. 
An attempt·is being made to gather data from approximatelr 150 more 
students, which is why the study is not yet completed. Both 
objectives, to investigate the relationship between individuals' 
attitudes toward and stereotypes of homosexuals, lesbians, and gay 
' 
men, and to identify the "type" of homosexual ·person ir.\dividuals 
are thinking of when they express their attitudes toward 
homosexuals, are on their way to being met. A proposal for a 
presentation of these results has recently been accepted by a 
division of the American Psychological Association. The results 
I 
I 
will be reported at the annual convention of the APA in ,New York, 
NY, in August 1995. Data collection for Study 2 will be complete 
I 
' 
by May 1995. Three graduate students and four undergraduate 
.. 
students have been and will be involved in this study. A 
manuscript detailing the results of this study will eventually be 
prepared and submitted to a psychological journal. 
Presented at SSSP, November 1994 
Attitudes Toward Homosexuals: 
A Comparison and Further Explora~ion 
' 
' 
The purpose of the present investigation was to 
contribute to research on attitudes toward lesbians 
and gay men by examining some correlates of such 
attitudes for a sample of Southeastern college 
undergraduates. 
Past research has demonstrated that positive 
attitudes toward lesbians and toward gay men are 
related to having had positive interpersonal contact 
with lesbians/gays and to having lesbian and gay 
acquaintances/friends (e.g., D' Augelli & Rose, 
1990; Herek, 1988; Herek & Glunt, 1993; Simon, 
in press). These relationships were expeGted in the 
current study. 1 
Positive attitudes toward both lesbians and gay 
men are related to the belief that homosexuality is 
biological in origin (e.g., Whitley, 1990), to less 
frequent attendance at religious services (e.g., 
Gentry, 1987), and to less traditional views 
regarding the roles and behavior of women (e.g., 
Herek, 1988; Kite & Deaux, 1986; Simon, in 
press). These relationships were also predicted: to 
occur here. 
No significant correlations were 
1 
expected 
between attitudes toward homosexuals and social 
desirability and gender role self .:.concept~ Further, 
no sex-related differences were expected. Past 
research (e.g., Herek, 198~; Lieblich & Friedman, 
1985; Kurdek, 1988; Simon, in press); supports 
these predictions. It was not clear I whether 
attitudes toward lesbians and toward ~gay men 
I 
would be related to attitudes toward love and 
sexuai-,permissiveness, since the first author found 
mixed results with these variables in an earlier 
·study examining attitudes toward lesbians (Simon, 
in press). 
Simon's earlier study was conduct~d with a 
college sample from an urban area of the western 
United States (i.e., Davis, CA). It was expected 
that the results from the Western sample would be 
replicated with the present sample, college 
undergraduates from a rural area ! of the 
southeastern United States (i.e., Morehe~d, KY). It 
was also predicted that attitudes of the current 
sample would be more negative than th~ attitudes 
observed with the previous sample. ; Finally, 
Simon's earlier study only examined individuals' 
' attitudes toward lesbians; the presf;!nt work 




A total of 141 undergraduate volunteers from 
Morehead State University completed a · 
questionnaire battery for course extra-credit. 
Seven self-identified homosexual, or bise:Xual 
respondents were eliminated from analyses. The 
final sample consisted of 80 women, 531 men, 
and 1 respondent who did not specify their sex. 
I 
The ethnic/racial composition was predo;minantly 
White (91 %). The age range was 18 tol 46, with 
75% of the participants being in the 18 'to 20 age 
group. 
Materials and Procedure 
i 
In order to test the predictions, parti:cipants 
were administered the Attitudes Toward Lesbians 
I 
and Gay Men (ATLG) scale (Herek, 1988) in 
combination with the following measure$: (a) the 
l 
· Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale 
(Crowne & Marlowe, 1960); (b) the 60-item Bern 
l 
Sex Role Inventory (BSRI, Bern, 1974); (c) tha 
24-item Personal Attributes Questionnai're (PAQ, 
i 
Spence & Helmreich, 1978); (d) the Att,tudes 
Toward. Women Scale (AWS, Spence, Helmreich, 




Permissiveness scale (Hendrick & Hendrick, 
I 
1987); and (f) the Love Attitudes scale (Hendrick 
& Hendrick, 1986). Participants were al~o asked 
questions regarding their interactions (i .el, : 
. I 
positive/negative contact, number of i 
acquaintances/friends) with lesbians and lgay 
men, their opinions regarding the "cause'r' of 
homosexuality, and their religious views and 
behaviors. ! 
Participants completed the measures i as part 
of an experimental session or a class ses'sion. . 
Results and Discussion 
Scores on the Attitudes Toward LesJian 
(ATL) and Attitudes Toward Gay Men (~TG) 
subscales of the ATLG scale can range from 10 
to 90~~~with higher scores indicating more 
negative attitudes. As predicted, in the present 
sample, women's and men's scores on the ATL 
and the ATG were not significantly diffetent. The 
mean ATL score was 54.04 (sd = 19.1 ()) for 
women (n = 80) and 49.36 (sd = 20.98) for 
men (n = 53). Attitudes toward gay m~n were 
more negative,· with a mean ATG score of 59.86 
(sd = 21.08) for women and 64.85 (sd = 
21.59) for men. In Simon's previous study (in 
press), the mean ATL score was 38.67 (sd = 
18.49) for women and 41.63 (sd = 19.34) for 
men. As predicted, individuals in the pr~sent . 
sample had more negative attitudes toward 
lesbians than individuals in Simon's previous 
sample. 
· Pearson correlation coefficients for the A TL 
scale and the other measures for the Morehead 
State University (MSU) sample are shown in 
Table 1. This same information is provided for 
the ATG scale in Table 2. Correlation coefficients 
for the ATL and other measures for the University 
of California, Davis (UCO) sample are sllown in 




As predicted, for both women and men in the 
' 
MSU sample, positive attitudes toward lesbians 
and toward gay men were associated wi~h 
positive interactions with lesbians and gays. 
These~cresults support the idea that positive 
interpersonal contact with lesbians and gays may 
be particularly influential in changing negative 
attitudes toward members of these groups. 
These results are similar to those obtain~d with 
the UCO sample. 
Positive attitudes toward lesbians an·d gay 
men were related to the belief that the 11 cause 11 of 
homosexuality is biological in origin; however~ 
these correlations were only significant for female 
participants. Positive attitudes toward both 
groups were generally significantly related to less 
frequent attendance at religious services and to 
less traditional views regarding the roles and 
behaviors of women for both female and male 
respondents. These results were in line· with 
predictions so are not particularly surprh~ing. The 
latter set of results was also similar to the results 
obtained with the UCO sample, although the 
correlation between attitudes toward lesbians: and 
women was much stronger for men in t~e UCO 
sample than in the MSU sample. 
As predicted, social desirability was, not 
related to attitudes in the. MSU sample.: In the 
I 
UCO sample, social desirability was positjvely 
related to attitudes for women but not for men; in 
the present sample, it can be seen that al stronger 
relationship exists between the two mea~ures for 
' 
men versus women. i 
In the current sample, most measures of 
gender role self-concept were not related to 
attitudes, but contrary to predictions, higher 
femininity scores (as measured by the BSRI) were 
related to negative attitudes toward lesbi.ans for 
both women and men. It is possible that women 
who self-identify as feminine have an investment 
in the construct of femininity as well. These 
women may believe that lesbians "shun" or 
"mock" femininity and thus dislike them .for that 
reason. It is puzzling that self-identified feminine 
men (as assessed by the BSRI) tended to hold 
negative attitudes toward lesbians~ since men 
who "rebel" against society's idea that "men 
should be masculine" ·would be expected to be 
fairly open to the nontraditional. This pattern did 
not emerge in Simon's previous study. · 
Results indicate that more sexually permissive 
individuals hold_ more positive attitudes toward 
both lesbians and gays. This pattern is evident 
for both female and male respondents a~d is 
significant in all cases but one. This sa~e 
relationship was observed for women only in the 
UCO sample. It is reasonable to expect !that 
individuals who are not conservative in their 
views toward sexuality in general will no~ be 
conservative in their views toward specific types 
of sexuality. Finally, as is clear f~om the /results 
in Table 1 and Table 2, no pattern can be 
detected between individuals' endorsement of 
particular love styles and their attitudes toward 
lesbians and gay men. These results are as 
inconclusive as Simon's previous results,: 
illustrated in Table 3. : 
In summary, most predictions were supported 
for the MSU sample: Further, patterns of 
correlations for the MSU and UCO samples were 
very similar in most cases and sex differences in 
attitudes were not observed in either stu<:ly. 
Finally, as predicted~ attitudes of students from a 
rural, southeastern region of the U.S. were more 
negative than those of students from an urban, 
western area of the U.S. Future work will focus 
on attitude change, with the present res~arch 
informing the design of these projected studies. 
I 
Table 1 
Correlation Coefficients of ATL with all Measures: 




Contact with lesbians -.62** -.37* 
Contact with gay men -.49** -.35* 
Lesbian Friends -.16 -.37**. 
' I 
Gay Male Friends -.24* -.31 * 
CAUSE .35* .16 
SOC DES -.07 .23 
BSRIF .23* .29* 
BSRIM -.03 .08 
PAQF .14 .24 
PAQM -.04 .09 
AWS -.41** -.19 
SEX PER .32** .44t* 
I 
EROS .11 -.26 : 
.LUDUS .18 ,34* I 
STORGE -.17 -.31*/ 
PRAG MA -.25*. -~26 
MANIA -.23* -.20 
AGAPE -.09 -.26 
REL ATTN -.31 * * -.32* 
__ .-_;~ -
Table 2 
Correlation Coefficients of ATG with all 




Contact with lesbians ~.60** -.32 
Contact with gay men -.49** -.48* * 
Lesbian Friends -.25* -.45** 
' 
' 
Gay Male Friends -.31 ** -.37** 
CAUSE .33* .11 
SOC DES -.07 .22 ' 
BSRIF .17 .14 
BSRIM -.03 .10 
I 
PAQF .05 .04: 
I 
PAQM -.08 .t5· 

For the Contact variable, Negative Contact = 0, 
Positive Contact = 1 . 
For the Friends variable, no friends = 0, one or 
more friends = 1 . · 
For the Cause variable, Biological Cause for 
homosexuality = 0, a social cause = 1 . 
Higher scores mean more of the construct 
measured/more positive attitudes for the 
Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale. (SOC 
DES), the gender role self-concept scalesi (the 
BSRI and the PAQ), and the Attitudes Toward 
Women Scale (AWS); lower scores indicate more 
sexual permissiveness (SEX PER) and mor.e 
adherence to a particular love style (EROS to 
AGAPE). 
All tests are one-tai_led except for SOC DES, 
BSRIF/M and PAQF/M, SEX PER, and the: six love 
scales. ' 
REL ATTN is attendance at religious services, 
with higher values indicating less frequent 
attendance. ; 
For women, n = 80, for men, n = 53, but due to 
missing values, some sample sizes vary. 
All coefficients are Pearson correlation 
coefficients except for REL ATTN (Spearman 
correlation coefficient used). · 
*p < .05. **p < .01'. 
-_v.~. 
"-"- .. :· ).-,·.··· ,,.. ··· .• ; .o· .. - ··.· _, ~ ••. ~-'!'-°i:b-~:.!:~-:-:.o.-.·?:~, .. ~-
Table 3 
Correlation Coefficients of ATL with all Measures: 
UCO Women and Men ' 
~ ATL .. 
Women Men 
Interactions: 
Contact with lesbians -.46** -.63** 
Lesbian Friends -.17** -.23** 
SOC DES .31 ** .08 
BSRIF .11 .01 
BSRIM -.20* .10 
PAQF -.03 -.11 
PAQM -.09 .04 
AWS -.53** -.65** ' 
SEX PER .34** .. 1·s 
,. 
EROS .04 -.22 
LU DUS .06 -.04 
' I 
' I 
STORGE .20* .00 
I 
: 
. PRAGMA -.11 -.36** 
MANIA -.13 -.11 
' 
AGAPE -.10 -.24* 
See information for Table 1 and Table 2 on how 
variables coded, etc. 
' ' 
For women, n = 349, for men, n = 19!if; not all 
subjects completed all measures, so the; sample· 
sizes used in calculating individual coeff~cients 
vary. 
*p ~ .05. **p ~ .01. 
. ' 
' 
-· · --: .. :.:.:~::.:.~_:..... .. - ···· -. ·'·~: ~. :..-:;;;i.LS:·i:.£I~=:~;;._~:.~-.: ~--~·:_:··~ ,_ . . .. ·?!1 _:~ .
1 
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' MSU ARCHIVES 
f?tft;-/-~1-J 
Presented at KPA, October 1994 I 
Southeastern College Students' 




The purpose of the present investi~ation was 
to contribute to research on attitudes toward 
' lesbians and gay men by examining so.me 
correlates of such attitudes for a sample 
of Southeastern college undergraduat~s. 
Past research has demonstrated that positive 
attitudes toward lesbians and toward gay men are 
related to having had positive interpersonal 
contact with lesbians/gays and to hav,ng lesbian 
and gay acquaintances/friends (e.g., D' Augelli & 
Rose, 1990; Herek, 1988; Herek & Glunt, 1·993; 
Simon, in press). These relationships were . 
expected in the current study. ! : 
· Positive attitudes toward both lesbians and 
gay men are related to the belief that 
homosexuality is biological in origin (e.g., 
Whitley, 1990), to less frequent atten~ance at 
religious services (e.g., Gentry, 1987)~ and to 
less traditional views regarding the roles and 
behavior of women (e.g., Herek, 1988; Kite & 
Deaux, 1986). These relationships were also 
predicted to occur here. 
No significant correlations were e~pected· 
between attitudes toward homosexua~s and: social 
desirability and gender role self-concept. Further, 
no sex-related differences were expected·. Fast 







research (e.g., Herek, 1988; Lieblich 81. Friedman, 
1985; Kurdek, 1988; Simon, in press) supports 
these predictions. It was not clear wh
1
ether , 
attitudes toward lesbians and toward gay men 
would be related to attitudes toward love and 
.. sexual permissiveness, since the first ~uthor 
found mixed results with these variabl~s in an 
earlier study examining attitudes towatd lesbians 




A total of 141 undergraduate volunteers ·from 
I 
Mo.rehead State University completed a 
questionnaire battery for course extra-credit. 
Seven self-identified homosexual or bisexual 
respondents were eliminated from ana~yses. The 
final sample consisted of .80 women, !\l3 men, 
and 1 respondent who did not specify 1their· sex. 
The ethnic/racial composition was predominantly 
White (91 %). The age range was 18 to 46, with 
75% of the participants being in the 18 to 20 age 
group. 
Materials and Procedure 
In order to test the predictions, participants 
were administered the Attitudes Toward Lesbians 
and Gay Men (ATLG) scale (Herek, 19~8) in 
combination with the following measures: (a) the 
Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale 
(Crowne & Marlowe, 1960); (b) the 60-item Bern 
Sex Role Inventory {BSRI, Bern, 1'974):; {c)' the 
24-item Personal Attributes Questionnaire {PAQ, 
Spence & Helmreich, 1978); {d) the Attitudes 
Toward Women Scale {AWS, Spence,: Helmreich, 





Permissiveness scale (Hendrick & Hendrick, 
I 
1987); and (f) the Love Attitudes scale (Hendrick 
& · Hendrick, 1986). Participants wer~ also asked 
questions regarding their interactions (i.e., i 
positive/negative contact, number of I 
acquaintances/friends) with lesbians and gay 
men, their opinions regarding the "cayse" of 
homosexuality, and their religious views and 
behaviors. I , 
Participants completed the measu,res as, part 
of an experimental session or a class ;session. 








Results and Discussion 
I 
Scores on the Attitudes Toward Lesbian 
(ATL) and Attitudes Toward Gay Men l(ATG) 
subscales of the ATLG scale can range from 10 
I 
to 90, with higher scores indicating more 
negative attitudes. As predicted, women's and 
men's scores on the ATL and the ATG were not 
significantly different. The mean ATL score was 
54.04 (sd = 19.10) for women (n = SO) and 
49.36 (sd = 20.98) for men (n = 53)
1
• Attitudes 
toward gay men were more negative, :With a 
mean ATG score of 59.86 (sd = 21.Q8) for 
women and 64.85 (sd = 21.59) for 1111en. 
Pearson correlation coefficients fof the ATL 
scale and the other measures are shown in Table 
1 . This same information is provided for the ATG 
scale in Table 2. Results for women and men are 
presented separately. . 
As predicted, for both women and men, 
positive attitudes toward lesbians and: toward gay 
men were associated with positive interactions 
with lesbians and gays. These results1 support 
· the idea that positive interpersonal contact with 
· lesbians and gays may be particularly influential in 
changing negative attitudes toward m~mbers of 
these groups. : 
Positive attitudes toward lesbians jand gay 




homosexuality is biological in origin; however, 
these correlations were only significant for female 
participants. Positive attitudes toward/ both : 
groups were generally significantly rel~ted to· less 
frequent attendance at religious servic~s and to 
less' traditional views regarding the roles and 
' ' 
behaviors of women for both female and male 
respondents. These results were in line with 
predictions so are not particularly surprising. 
As predicted, social desirability w~s not 
related to attitudes. 
Most measures of gender· role self~concept 
were not related to attitudes, but con~rary to 
predictions, higher femininity scores (~s measured 
by the BSRI) were related to negative ~attitudes 
toward lesbians for both women and men. It is 
I 
possible that women who self-identif~ as 
feminine have an investment in the construct of 
femininity as well. These women may· believe 
that lesbians 11 shun 11 or 11 mock11 femin~nity and 
thus dislike them for that reason. It i~ puzzling 
that self-identified feminine men (as assessed by 
the BSRI) tended to hold negative attitudes 
toward lesbians, since men who 11 rebt;!l 11 against 
society's idea that 11 men should be masculine 11 
I 
would be expected to be fairly open to the 
nontraditional. 
Results indicate that more sexua11¥ permissive 
I 




both lesbians and gays. This pattern is evident 
for both female and male respondents and is, 
significant in all cases but one. It is reasonable to 
. I ' 
expect that individuals who are not conservative 
in .their views toward sexuality in gen~ral wil'I not 
be conservative in their views toward ~pacific 
types of sexuality. Finally, as is clear from the 
results in Table 1 and Table 2, no patt'ern can be 
I 
detected between individuals' endorsement of 
particular love styles and their attitudes toward 
lesbians and gay men. These results ~re as : 
inconclusive as the first author's previous results 
using the same constructs (Simon, in press). 
' This investigation contributes to r~search on · 
attitudes toward lesbians and gay me~. Future 
work will focus on attitude change, with th~ 
' 
present research informing the design 1of these 
projected studies. 1 
Table 1 
Correlation Coefficients of ATL with an Measures: 




Contact with lesbians -.62** -.37* 
Contact with gay men -.49** -.35'* 
Lesbian Friends -.16 -.371** 
Gay Male Friends -.24* -.31!* 
CAUSE .35* .16 
' 
SOC'DES · -.07 .2~ 
BSRIF .23* .29* 






PAQM -.04 .o~ 
. I 
. ·I ..... ··.~-- ·-!~· ' - .'l~- -=--··· ; ... • o;, ,, •• 
AWS -.41** -.191 
' 
I 
SEX PER .32** .44** 
I 
EROS .11 -.26 
I 
' 
LU DUS .18 .34* 
i 
I 
STORGE -.17 -.31 * i 
' ' 
PRAG MA -.25* I -.26 i I 
MANIA -.23* -.20 I 
AGAPE -.09 -.26 I 
: 
REL ATTN -.31 * * -.32* 
Table 2 
Correlation Coefficients of A TG with all 
Measures: MSU Women and Men 
-. ,• 
Interactions: 
Contact with lesbians 
Contact with gay men 
Lesbian Friends 






























AWS -.42** -.25:* 
SEX PER .25* .22 
I 
EROS .18 -.15 i 
"': 
I 
LU DUS .05 .21 I 
I 
I 
STORGE -.06 -.05 I 
' 
I 
PRAG MA -.32** -.24 
MANIA -.21 -.10 
AGAPE .04 -.10 I 
REL ATTN -.29* * -.15 
For the Contact variable, Negative Conta~t = 0, 
Positive Contact = 1 . . 
For the Friends variable, no friends = 0, lone ori 
more friends = 1 . 
For the Cause variable, Biological Cause for 
homosexuality = 0, a social cause = 1 . 
Higher scores mean more of the construct 
measured/more positive attitudes for the . 
Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale (SOC 
' 
DES), the gender role self-concept scales (the · 
BSRI and the PAQ), and the Attitudes Toward 
Women Scale (AWS); lower scores indicbte more 
sexual permissiveness (SEX PER) and more 
. ' 
adherence to a particular love style (EROS to 
AGAPE). 
All tests are one-tailed except for SOC D.ES, 
BSRIF/M and PAQF/M, SEX PER, and the six love 
scales. 
REL ATTN is attendance at religious ser~ices, 
with higher values indicating less frequent 
attendance. ' 
For women, n = 80, for men, n = 53, ~ut due to 
· missing values, some sample sizes vary.· 
All coefficients are Pearson correlation 
coefficients except for REL ATTN (Spear;man 
correlation coefficient used). 
*p < .05. **p < .01 .. 
MSU ARCHIVES !" ' 
" .;'i Now you will make 
STEREOTYPE SCALE 
ratings of the individual whom 
completing the Attitude Scale. 
you were f5))9-1-;1-i.; ! 
thinking of while 
For each of the following phrases, complete the sentence by 
adding "The individual I thought of .. " at the beginning, then I 
indicate how descriptive each statement is for the individual you 
thought of. 
If you thought of either a specific homosexual or the typical 
homosexual make your ratings of this individual. 
If you thought of many different types of homosexuals rate whom 
you would consider to·be the average individual among all of 
these different types. 







The individual I thought of .. 
1-~~~has a good sense of humor 
2. looks feminine 
3. is a loving romantic partner 
4. feels ashamed of self 
5. is self-confident 
6. is a child molester 
7. is sensitive 
7 8 9 , 
very 
descriptive 
8. thinks of' self as better than heterosexuals 
9. is nice 
10.~~- goes on summer vacations 
11. is extremely politically liberal i 
' 12. is creative 
13. is lonely 
14. takes on roles of opposite sex.in romantic relationshils 
15. is confused 
16. practices sadomasochistic (i.e., S/M) sex I 
17. is a good friend for women 
18. is bitter 
19. is physically attractive 
20. is rebellious 
21. publicly displays their affection for romantic partner: 
22. lacks self-control 
23. is overweight 
24. has a collection of compact discs 
25. is willing to stand up for self 
26. attempts to come on to heterosexuals 
27. is a scary/threatening individual 
28. has many sexual partners 
29.~~- is caring 
30. is a good friend for men I 
31. is faithful to romantic partner 
32. is self-centered 
33. wants special political rights 










The individual I thought of .. 
35. dislikes women 
36. watches television 
37. is gentle 
38. does not care what others' think 
7 8 9 
very 
descriptive 
39. attempts to convert children to homosexuality 
40. is not a Christian 
41. acts feminine 
42. is athletic 
43. openly expresses emotions 
44. is a fashionable/stylish dresser 
45. spreads AIDS 
46. is too open about their sexuality 
47. is a hard worker 
48. .is compassionate 
49. looks masculine 
50. dislikes men 
51. is intelligent 
52. is loving toward all people 
53. has no morals 
54. is understanding 
55. is mean 
56. takes photographs 
57. had a bad sexual experience with someone of 
the opposite sex 
58. is independent 
59. acts masculine 
60. is open-minded 
61. is psychologically sick 
62. eats breakfast in the morning 
63. is friendly 
64. is aggressive 
65. is happy 
: . 
' . 
I 
